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Errata

Adibi et al. reported an error in Table 6 of “Transcriptional Biomarkers of Steroidogenesis and Trophoblast Differentiation in the Placenta in 
Relation to Prenatal Phthalate Exposure” [Environ Health Perspect 118:291–296 (2010)]. In Quintile 5 of Trophoblast Differentiation, the 
value for MnBP should be –0.57 rather than 0.57.

In Figures 2D and 3A–E of the article by Breen et al. [Environ Health Perspect 118:265–272 (2010)], the colors of lines in the graphs 
were reversed. The corrected figures are provided below. 

EHP apologizes for the errors. 

Figure 2. Model evaluation of meta-
bolic and transport pathways for control 
study. Model-predicted concentrations 
in medium were plotted as a function of 
time and compared with concentrations 
(mean ± SD) measured at five sampling 
times for steroids. (D) CORTICO and 
DCORTICO.
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Figure 3 .  Model  evaluat ion of  meta-
bolic and transport pathways for control 
and two MET concentrations (1 μM and 
10 μM). Model-predicted concentrations in 
medium were plotted as a function of time 
and compared with concentrations (mean 
± SD) measured at five sampling times for 
steroids: ALDO (A), CORTICO (B), CORT (C), 
DCORTICO (D), and DCORT (E). For controls, 
model-predicted and measured steroid 
concentrations are the same as shown in 
Figure 2.
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